Saturday, December 11th, 2010 (After Shabbat) 

To DCYF & All Other Agencies & Persons Concerned, 

We, Wenceslao Gonzalez & Cibeles Jolivette Gonzalez, parents of Wenceslao Adonis 
Gonzalez III and Galileo Basilios Gonzalez, are writing this letter to express our 
displeasure at what has occurred with our youngest son Galileo Basilios Gonzalez. 
If your account has been fully accurate in nature, then we can only in the spirit of fairness, 
commend you for having admitted to this occurrence and for having notified us of it, even 
while expressing our concern and discontent at what has occurred, and the possible 
implications that it may have for our son's long term health, as well as the lack of organized 
operation which so evidently exists within the system by which certain medical services are 
provided to our sons. 

Though we give credit to your willing admittance of this error, please be advised that this 
does not in any way appease our displeasure at past errors which have not been so 
willingly admitted, nor does it soften our resolve to obtain justice through ethical means 
for those violations of our rights which have resulted in disastrous consequences for our 
sons. 

We have been explained by our visit supervisor at CASEY FAMILY SERVICES how he 
waited for four hours with Galileo for him to receive his annual physical. Galileo's regular 
doctor was unable to attend him and another doctor, who does not normally see him, saw 
him that day, and gave him several vaccine injections without obviously caring to consult 
Galileo's medical records, where it is indicated that we, his parents, have asked a year and 
a half ago that no immunizations be given to any of them, for religious as well as scientific 
reasons. 



The visit supervisor Mr. Ehrhardt, was not aware of this request that we had made, and 
DCYF apparently did not bother to inform him, though the DCYF social worker Heather 
Fogg afterwards told him, that the vaccines should not have been given to Galileo. 
Wencito was not affected by this, as his physical had occurred on another day, and he was 
not given any vaccinations. Only poor Galileo was subjected to this health risk. 
We have been told that we will be provided with all the information pertaining to 
this unpleasant occurrence, and that we will be informed of exactly which injections were 
given to Galileo. 

However, several valid questions and concerns come to mind, which will be expressed in 
this letter. 
Questions: 

1) If the doctor who normally sees Galileo gave him an appointment for that specific day, 
we must logically assume that it was because that time slot was vacant in his schedule, and 
he was at liberty to fulfill his professional obligation towards our son at that specific time. 
If something had arisen which would have somehow impeded his ability to fulfill that 
obligation, could he not have notified DCYF or CASEY to schedule another date for the 

physical? 

2) Even if some unforeseen event arose suddenly, which at the last moment impeded the 
doctor from fulfilling his obligation, does it take four hours to find a replacement? What 
was going on in all that time? And in all that time, could not the replacement have been 

informed of the fact that our son was not to receive any injections? We recall our past 
visits to the pediatrician, and cannot remember waiting four hours, though at times we did 
have to wait for perhaps half an hour. Why would any child who has an appointment be 
made to wait for such a long period of time? We can understand perhaps a walk-in 



patient, who has to unexpectedly be accommodated into a usually full schedule, but not 
someone who has an appointment! 



3) What kind of doctor knowing that he is covering someone else's patient, would so 
recklessly expose himself to the potential for error when dealing with an unknown patient 
by refusing to consult that child's chart? When he was chosen to act as a substitute for the 
regular doctor, was he not at the same time provided with the necessary info to 
competently fulfill that task? Why was he not handed Galileo's chart? 
And even if he was not handed Galileo's chart, what effort would it have taken on his 
behalf to obtain the necessary information? Galileo was seen at the Hasbro Children's 
Hospital Clinic Rainbow Pediatrics. 
This clinic within the Hasbro 
Hospital is really part of Rhode 
Island Hospital, and is part of the Lifespan Network as is confirmed in the following link: 
http ://www.lif espan.org/hch/ 

Therefore, they must have the most up to date technology when it comes to storing patient 
information on their computer systems. Most doctors have computers in their offices (be it 
a laptop or desktop), so retrieval of the necessary information in order to avoid potential 
errors should pose no difficulty when access to such advance technology is mainstream, 
especially in hospitals which are financially well endowed. 



Hasbro Children's Hospital 

The Pediatric Division of Rhode Island Hospital 
Alt for out'. 



4) We can understand that since this was Galileo's physical for 2010, and CASEY has 
been involved in this case since January of this year, that they were not present at last 
year's physical in order to have known that Galileo was not supposed to receive any 
vaccines. 



However, since Wencito had already had his 2010 physical, as one of us (the father of the 
boys) was informed on the December 8th trial, and received no vaccinations, should not 
this have likewise given an understanding that Galileo was subject to the same treatment, 
despite their different ages? After all, it would not make sense for us to allow one son to 
have vaccinations while prohibiting them for the other. 

Concerns: 

1) Situations like these are highly effective at revealing the powerlessness of our position as 
parents, due to the onslaught of civil rights violations that we have suffered. Even if we 
were informed, we could not do anything to prevent it, because we have been kept far away 
from what happens to our boys. We are always informed after things occur. The few things 
that we have been notified of beforehand, has been in an attempt to obtain our consent 
after a course of action had already been planned without us, and if we deny our consent 

the course of action proceeds anyway. 



2) While perusing the Hasbro Children's Hospital page we noticed that the first thing 
which popped up on their site slideshow, showcasing their services, is the announcement of 

Psychiatric "Services" 



http://www.lifespan.org/hch/ 
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That they have this 
division in the same 
place where our sons get 
treated worries us, 
because of the obvious 



intentions of our main accuser Ana, and the false labels which have been placed on our 
sons, which have been insinuated to be mostly "psychological" in nature (as in a disorder). 
DCYF and other agencies can roll their eyes all they want at this comment, but yet after 
a year and a half of a mock "trials", we have not been allowed to present any evidence 
which would prove what is being said about her. The reluctance on the part of any of these 
agencies to launch an impartial investigation on our main accuser ( when there is sufficient 
evidence and cause to warrant one) shows that they are afraid of being proven wrong. 
If they are so sure that these perceptions being stated are wrong, then they should prove it 
by doing a thorough and impartial investigation on her, rather than pre-announced visits 
that are always partial towards her in their assessment . We have evidence to prove that 
her motives ( as have been stated) are real, and that they more than justify our concerns, 
it is not our fault that we have been impeded from presenting it. 



Hasbro Children's Hospital 

The Pediatric Division of Rhode Island Hospital 
All for one. 



3) Hasbro Children's Hospital is a division of Rhode Island Hospital. Prior to Ana 

becoming a nurse in 2005, she worked 
in Rhode Island Hospital where she 
was responsible for dealing with 
medical equipment and translating for the doctors to Spanish speaking patients. She had 
worked there for several years and made acquaintances with several doctors who know 
her. Last time we were aware, she was working at Women's and Infants Hospital 
(link: http://www.womenandinfants.org/) , 

but we still do not know if she might occasionally work in Rhode Island hospital, or 
maintain some contact with any of the personnel who used to be her colleagues. 
Since the pediatrician's input is also considered, and used as a tool when labeling our sons, 



there always exists the probability that Ana may use her position not only as foster parent 
of our sons, but as someone who is intimately acquainted with the functioning of, and staff 
of this hospital, to exert her influence on the pediatrician's perceptions. 
This continues to be the case even if our sons are accompanied to their appointments by 
another person. We find it highly unlikely that Ana has NEVER seen or spoken with our 
sons' pediatrician, and if anyone were to make such a statement we would know that they 
are not being honest, because even the pediatrician who saw our boys at the Panda Clinic 
on May 15th 2009, said when she testified on the May 12th 2010 trial session, that 
she had based her assessment on reports (bogus ones) from Spain, information (no doubt 
of a dubious quality) provided by DCYF, and the input of the caretaker (in other words 
Ana). In case anyone, after all that has occurred throughout the period of time of this 
highly bizarre case, would dare to state that such a concern is "farfetched", one has only 
to recall what the Panda pediatrician had said on the May 12th trial, that she had been told 
that we had made our children do bizarre rituals! 

Does not all this stem from Ana's fabricated fantasies? We have enough documented 
evidence to show how strong an influence she exerts behind the scenes, and how there have 
been careful efforts to conceal such influence and make us appear as paranoid for stating 
the truth, merely because the truth just happens to be bizarre. 
If Ana can influence the PANDA Clinic pediatrician, she can also influence our sons' 
pediatrician(s) (we do not know if both of them have the same pediatrician). Because of 
this, the pediatrician may attribute any conditioned behavior which exhibits itself, or a 
failure to reach certain developmental milestones to non-existent causes such as 
"learning disabilities" or other so-called "disorders". 

While the involved agencies continue to deny that Ana, and the situations which she has 
created, are responsible for our sons' behavior and halted intellectual development, and 



continue to conveniently deceive themselves by stating that she is doing a "fine job", 
other "reasons" must be sought elsewhere, away from the actual cause, to explain the 
continued regression of our sons, and those "reasons" will undoubtedly not be for the 
genuine benefit of our sons. 

4) The carelessness which this doctor showed in treating our youngest son Galileo, makes 
us concerned about whether carelessness could also have existed in other areas. After all, a 
doctor who does not even bother to check the record of a new patient, can be equally 
tempted to be careless in other vital areas such as hygiene when doing certain procedures. 
Did this doctor wear gloves? Was the injection kept in a purely sterile environment before 
being introduced? 

Was the area properly cleaned after removing the injection? These are all things, that 
given the carelessness which has been so rampant in the care of our sons, worries us. 
Our worries are only further heightened by the fact that we have been kept in the dark as 
to what goes on with them, and what decisions are made for them. Impotence with regard 
to defending one's children, and deciding their fate, is the worst antidote for worries and 
stress, and is one of the hardest blows to anyone's dignity as a human being. 

5) Even though we were told that Galileo had no adverse reactions to the vaccinations, we 
still are concerned about the potential long-term effects on his health. As the below links to 
articles written by doctors show: 

Article Written By A Doctor : Why You Should Avoid Vaccines 
http://www.newswithviews.com/Howenstine/iames.htm 
Vaccination: A Sacrament of Modern Medicine 
http://www.healthy.net/scr/article.aspx?ID=1121 



Are We Kidding Ourselves? Article By Doctor- http://www.whale.to/vaccines/smith.html 

A Proposition To Be Taken Seriously: 

We ask this of your agencies, if we were to find a licensed holistic pediatrician and pay 
part of the cost for the care, would your agencies be so cooperative as take our children to 
their private practice? Unfortunately, we cannot pay the full cost because of all the 
financial problems that have arisen as a result of Ana's actions and false accusations. 
However, if such a pediatrician would be chosen, all of our boys' medical info could be sent 
to them, and they would be able to provide a healthier approach to the child's well being, 
which incorporates also nutrition and positive stimulation. 
While there will always be the possibility that Ana could also influence a holistic 
pediatrician to some extent, a holistic doctor would try gentler approaches than would a 
conventional doctor, which could have some positive impact (despite their unnurturing 
environment), such as nutritional planning, supplements, and ways of enhancing the 
immune system to promote the prevention of disease. 

It seems that we can only expect grief from the actions of your agencies, but we 
nevertheless still await some minor cooperation on your part. Though we know, that if 
an agency can violate civil rights, they are obviously determined not to do anything that 
will please us. 

Sincerely, 



